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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-11 have been canceled, 



2. 



Claims 12- 22 are pending. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 



3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 14 recites the limitation "the file name" in line 1. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 15 is a dependent claim of claim 14, therefore it is also rejected as claim 
14 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 



(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
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applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Coppinger et 
al (hereinafter Coppinger), U.S Publication No. 20040158607 which is included in the 
IDS. 

7. As to claim 12, Coppinger discloses a method for a user-based processing of an 
electronic message having a file attachment, the method comprising: 

receiving the electronic message ([0018], lines 1-2); 

modifying the electronic message by replacing the file attachment by a memory 
location link to a user-selected memory location in a user file system ([0016], lines 7- 
11); and 

saving the file attachment at the user-selected memory location in the user file 
system ([0015], lines 10-14). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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9. Claims 13 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Coppinger as applied to claim 12 above and in view of Dale W, Malik (hereinafter 
Malik), U.S Patent No. 7003551. 

10. As to claim 13, Coppinger discloses the invention as described in claim 12 
above. Coppinger does not disclose creating a message link to the modified electronic 
message at the user-selected memory location. However, Malik discloses creating a 
message link to the modified electronic message at the user-selected memory location 
(column 4, lines 42-45). 

It would have been obvious to the one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teaching of Coppinger with the teaching of Makik for creating a 
message link to the modified electronic message at the user-selected memory location. 
Because it would provide a better way to users to access the electronic massages 
without opening the email client in advance (i.e. Microsoft Outlook ™). 

11. As to claim 16, Coppinger discloses the electronic message is an e-mail of an e- 
mail client (Fig.2, email client 52). Coppinger does not explicitly disclose the use of 
SMTP. However, Malik discloses the use of SMTP (column 1, lines 49-50). 

It would have been obvious to the one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teaching of Coppinger with the teaching of Malik to have the 
electronic message is an e-mail of an SMTP e-mail client. Because it is the easiest and 
fastest way to get email from one place to another, also SMTP is very popular, it is 
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supported on many platforms by many vendors, has low implementation and 
administration costs, 

12. Claims 14, 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Coppinger as applied to claim 12 above and in view of Dale W. Malik (hereinafter 
Malik), U.S Patent No. 6898622. 

13. As to claim 14, Coppinger discloses the invention as described in claim 12 
above. Coppinger does not disclose the file name of the file attachment is changed 
when the file attachment is saved. However, Malik discloses the file name of the file 
attachment is changed when the file attachment is saved (column 4, lines 54-57). 

It would have been obvious to the one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teaching of Coppinger with the teaching of Malik to have the 
file name of the file attachment is changed when the file attachment is saved. Because 
it would provide more convenient or appropriate to intended recipient of the attachment, 
also help users to avoid overwritten file which already existed in the storage. 

14. As to claim 17, Coppinger discloses the invention as described in claim 12 
above, Coppinger does not disclose the file attachment is saved according to a defined 
rule and/or in a set file structure. However, Malik discloses the file attachment is saved 
according to a defined rule and/or in a set file structure (column 5, lines 8-19). 
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It would have been obvious to the one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teaching of Coppinger with the teaching of Malik to have the 
file attachment is saved according to a defined rule and/or in a set file structure, 
Because it would provide a better way to users in order to open the file attachment base 
on the type, size, location or date on which the file has been saved. 

15. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Coppinger as applied to claim 12 above, in view of Dale W. Malik (hereinafter Malik), 
U.S Patent No. 7003551 and further in view of Malik, U.S Patent No 6898622. 

16. As to claim 15, Coppinger disclosed the invention as described in claim 12 
above. Coppinger does not disclose when the message link is created the changed file 
name is used. However, Malik (Patent No. 700351) discloses when the message link is 
created (column 4, lines 42-45) and Malik (Patent No. 6898622) discloses the changed 
file name is used (column 4, lines 57-60). 

It would have been obvious to the one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teaching of Coppinger with the teachings of Malik to have the 
feature when the message link is created the changed file name is used. Because the 
message link would provide a better way to users to access the electronic massages 
without opening the email client in advance (i.e. Microsoft Outlook ™). 
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17. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Coppinger and in view of Hiroaki Sakagawa (hereinafter Sakagawa), U.S Publication 
No. 20020091570. 

18. As to claim 18, Coppinger discloses a device for the user-based processing of 
electronic message (Fig. 3, client computer 102), the device comprising: 

an e-mail client (Fig.3, Email Client 114) that receives an electronic message 
having a file attachment ([0018]. Lines 1-2); 

an attachment substitution unit (Fig.3, Auto-link User Interface 108) that replaces 
a file attachment of a received electronic message by a memory location link ([0016], 
lines 7-11); 

a user file system (Fig.3, Local Electronic Storage Device 110) that stores the file 
attachment ([0015], lines 10-14); 

a control unit (Fig.3, Client Computer 102) that controls the e-mail client, the 
attachment substitution unit and the attachment insertion unit [0024]; 

inserts the replaced file attachment at a selected memory location in the user file 
system ([0020], lines 1-2). 

Coppinger does not disclose an attachment insertion unit. However, Sakagawa 
discloses an attachment insertion unit (Fig. 2, Advertisement Insertion Unit 204). 

It would have been obvious to the one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teaching of Coppinger with the teaching of Sakagawa to have 
an attachment insertion unit. Because it will provide an easier way to users to insert 
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document into tine email, a document could be a word document, in this case it would 
help users to save time without retyping the document into the email, 

19. As to claim 19, Coppinger discloses the system according to claim 18, further 
comprising a link insertion unit (Fig.3, Auto-Link User Interface 108) that inserts a 
message link at the selected memory location, wherein the link refers to an electronic 
message with a replaced file attachment ([0016], lines 3-7). 

20. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Coppinger and Sakagawa as applied to claims 18 and 19 above and in view of Malik, 
U.S Patent No. 7003551. 

21 . As to claim 20, Coppinger and Sakagawa disclose the invention as described in 
claims 18 and 19 above. Coppinger and Sakagawa do not disclose the inserted 
message includes a file name of the inserted file attachment. However, Malik discloses 
the inserted message includes a file name of the inserted file attachment (column 7, 
lines 1-2). 

It would have been obvious to the one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teaching of Coppinger, Sakagawa with the teaching of Malik to 
have the inserted message includes a file name of the inserted file attachment. 
Because, It would provide users more convenient when searching for a saved 
attachment file. 
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22. Claims 21 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Coppinger and Sakagawa as applied to claims 18 and 19 above and in view of 
Malik, U.S Patent No. 6898622. 

23. As to claim 21 , Coppinger and Sakagawa disclose the invention as described in 
claim 18 above. Coppinger and Sakagawa do not disclose the attachment insertion unit 
files the replace file attachment using a modified file name. However, Malik discloses 
the attachment insertion unit files the replace file attachment using a modified file name 
(column 4, lines 54-57). 

The motivation of this claim is as same as the one of claim 14 above 

24. As to claim 22, Coppinger and Sakagawa disclose the invention as described in 
claim 18 above. Coppinger and Sakagawa do not disclose the attachment insertion unit 
files the replace file attachment according to a user-define rule and/or a user-define file 
structure. However, Malik discloses the attachment insertion unit files the replace file 
attachment according to a user-define rule and/or a user-define file structure (column 5, 
lines 8-19). 

The motivation of this claim is as same as the one of claim 17 above. 
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Conclusion 

25. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Ruppertetal US 20010054073 

Hanna et al US 7054905 

Jhinganetal US 7113948 

Kiranietal US 20020116818 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BANGLONG TRAN whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3931 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00 a.m.- 
5:00p.m, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton B. Burgess can be reached on (571 )272-3949. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

IB. TJ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2458 

/Joseph E. Avellino/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2446 



